March 21, 1990 LB 708, 1031

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Vel |, what ny intent |anguage says is that
there shoul d be no discrimnation. If the NCAA rule you are
tal king about says...| neant, does not involve discrimnation,

and ny intent |anguage forbids discrimination, whyare you
opposed to ny | anguage that forbids discrimnation'?

SENATOR GOODRI CH: The net effect of your amendnent says. jt
| eads us, rather, to the position that any scholarship aid {45t
is given to a recruited scholar...to a recruited athlete,
whet her he has conme in on an athletic scholarship or not, if e
)ust comes in, he plays athletic football or varsity football,
inother words, or varsity basketball, either ope, if he
receives this other aid that we are talking about, then he nust
be counted, and by counting him which we have no choice but to

do, then it puts us over the 95 limt,and that, in turn, puts

us in violation of the NCAA. | am Suggesti ng t hat |t wo #d be
better for us not to put your amendnent on yet, take it 01!'], and

we will work with the rules and regs, |ike they say, through
NCAA, and then cone back and do it if you want to.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okay, | have another question. Senator

Goodrich, are you aware that that Iletter from Chancell or

Massengal e is relative to an opinion | sought fromthe Attorney
Gene.al on LB 708 substance?

SENATOR GOODRI CH:  Yes.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Then why did you say it as though it applies

to this amendment that | am talking about in the intent
language'? There is no connection. The Attorne%/ General' s
Opi nion wasn't requested on this intent |anguage and the |etter

fromMassengal e does not deal with this intent |anguage. sowhy
woul d you read a letter as though it applies to this'~

SENATOR GOODRI CH: ~ Because they are...that establishes that the
university is working on the NCAA to get the rules changed
which, in turn, is what we are after right now.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you, Senator Goodrich. pembers of the
Legislature, | have a bill, LB 708, which would change the |aw.
I't would be a substantive change in the law. |ntent lanauage in
a budget bill states the intent of the Legislature but Qt oes
not anmend any statute. | pmde it clear that | am opposed to
this kind of discrimnation. The fact that 26 menbers voted to
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